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All Participants: 

(1) Ronald Baum , 

(2) John W. Branch . 

Date of Interview: 21Julv2005 



Status of Application: 

(3) . 

(4) . 

Time: 13:50 



Type of Interview: 

EI Telephonic 

□ Video Conference 

□ Personal (Copy given to: □ Applicant □ Applicant's representative) 

Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: □ Yes ^ No 
If Yes. provide a brief description: 

Part I. 

Rejectlon(s) discussed: 

4/29/2005 

Claims discussed: 
1JA19,24,28 

Prior art documents discussed: 
n/a 

Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 

,See Continuation Sheet ** ' • - 

Part III. 

^ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview In the Notice of Allowability. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 




(Applicant/Applicant's Representative Signature - if appropriate) 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP). Section 713.04, Substance of Interview ^ . . .k*. 

A complete written statement as to the substance of any face4o4ace. video conference, or telephone Intervf w with regard to an appDcation must be made of record in the 
application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the inleiview. 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 
Paragraph (b) 

In everv instance where reconsideration is requested In view of an intewiew with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons presented a^toe intenriew as 
warJ^nTfelS^blelS^S 

37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted in wriUng. 
All business with the Patent or Trademark Office should be transacted In writing. The personal attendance of applicants or their attome^or agents at me Patent and 
TradS Offic^ i^^^^^ The action of the Patent and Trademark Office wiU be based exclusively on the written .recoid in the Office. No attention wOl be paid to 

any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt 

The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record Is Itself 
IncomDiete through the failure to record the substance of interviews. „ « « 

It Is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file, unless 
the examiner indicates he or she will do so. It is the examiner's responsibility to see that such a record is made and to connect matenal inaccuraaes 
which bear directly on the question of patentability. , ^ . ^ . ^. ^ ^ • *u 

Examiners must complete an Interview Summary Fomri for each intemew held where a matter of substance has been discussed dunng the 
interview bv checklna the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks. Discussions regarding only procedural matters, directed solely to restriction 
Sements for which interview recordation is othen/vise provided for in Section 812.01 of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, or pointing 
SoMraS^ica^ errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the like, are excluded from the interview recordation procedures below. Where the 
substance of an interview is completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record »s required 
suDsmnce m an ini^^ Summary Forrn shall be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the 
"Contents" section of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or agent) at the 
tSSon ome i^^^^^ In the case of a telephone or video-conference interview, the copy Is mailed to the applicant's correspondence address 

drcumstances dictate, the Fomi should be mailed promptly after the Interview rather than with the next official communication. 

The Fonn provides for recordation of the fblkiwing information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attomey or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An Indication whether ornot an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An Identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- An indication whether an agreement was reached and if so. a description of tfie general nature of ttie agreement (inay be by 
attaSnt^Va^^ an^ndments or daims agreed as being allowable). Note: Agreement as to allowability Is tentative and does 
not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary. , % 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted ttie interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

II !e Hocirc^hiP that the examiner orally remind tiie applicant of his or her obligation to record ttie substance of the Interview of each case. It 
.hnuid JloiT^^^^^^^ ^omZw not nomially be considered a complete and proper recordation of tiie Iritervlew 

unless StnduSs Cr^^^^^ applicant or the examiner to Include, all of the applicable items required below concerning ttie 

substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items: 

1 ) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted. 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

JianlSSonSmeSa^^^^^^^^ 

Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner. ^ 
«>\ a hriPfWenfification of the general thnist of the principal arguments presented to the examiner. 

5) a iiuments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed d^cnpHon of the atgumente is not 

Sui ed S idCnSon of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thmst of the principal arguments made to Uie 
Sner lie und^tood in the ^ntext of the application file. Of course, the applicant may deshe to emphasize and fully 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.) 

?!rfSp"S?Se%^eX?rf^ 



the examiner. 



Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview. If the record is not complete and 
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record. 



Examiner to Check for Accuracy 



If fhP daims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should send a letter setting forth the examiner's version of the 
statemenuS ted'l t^^ V^^^^^ is complete and accurate, the examiner should place the indicabon. "Intervew Record OK" on the 
Saperreoording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner's initials. 



2 



uontinuaiion oneei \r i Kju-^ ioof 



Mppiicaiion i^o. lu/o/ i,oi9 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: Discussion 
with the applicant's representative Mr. Branch, as to the broad interpretation of the claim language concerning the 
omission of source and destination associated domain message servers in claims 1.19,24,28,29 so as to more 
explicitly define the scope of the claims insofar as it applies to the specificity of the 'what' generally is used for DNS 
verification aspects of the claim language, Mr. Branch agreed to the examiner amended claim language to more 
explicitly distinguish the server type aspects of the claims by including limitations from claims 7,8, into claims 
1,19,24,28,29,and to correct various structural language problems and preamble Issues. . 



